Inquests and the Press SIR,-Were it not a tragic sign of the times, it would be comic to see the British Medical Association becoming permeated with the most pernicious of all socialist ideasthat man must be guided, directed, bullied, exhorted, and, above all, protected from the hard world.
I refer to the proposal to seek a limitation on the reporting of suicide cases on the grounds that others are tempted to do likewise, and I write not as a journalist wishing to report all the details for the sake of a "story," but in defence of the right of the responsible citizen to a newspaper which mirrors life in full, and not just so much of it as his legislators and their officials, and it now seems his medical advisers, think is good for him.
Surely it is their preoccupation with mental illness that has made these members of such a body as the B.M.A. subscribe to the current doctrine that the world must be made safe for the weak-headed. Must they not on reflection realize that the responsibility of the individual is the foundation on which rests the survival of mankind ?-I am, etc., TUDOR I. THOMAS, Sheffield Telegraph.
Chief Sub-editor.
" Young " Doctors SIR,-I and my contemporaries have to thank you for publishing Dr. Hopkins's pathetically true letter (June 26, p. 1258). What he complains of, in brief, is the premium of protracted penuriousness that continues to be placed on academic and clinical self-improvement, the result of the scandalous wages paid for "superior " appointments. The persistence of such a state of affairs is obviously the economic result of blind, thoughtless competition of the fierce presentday type. The shameful, unexaggerated truth of Dr. Hopkins's statements is not in doubt from any quarter. If we, his fellowsufferers, cannot unite in drawing the forceful, fecund attention of the profession and the public to this matter, we have only ourselves to blame.-I am, etc.,
The Homosexual in the Courls SIR,-The letter from Dr. Eric Coplans (July 3, p. 53) properly draws attention to a state of affairs which many of us regard as urgently needing full and frank discussion between doctor and lawyer. The situation such as Dr. Coplans describes is no doubt distressing. I would submit that the situation of the homosexual who seeks advice on account of his homosexuality, and recognizes that not only is he not as others but that a way of life which is to him desirable is barred to him, is in an even worse position. Such people suffer from a distress of mind which is profound, and yet may in no way be aggravated by any threat of punishment.
Study of these cases over a number of vears leads me to suppose that there are certainly a variety of groups, including those in whom the activity is prosecuted in a manner suggesting depravity, those in whom the innate deviation has been successfully controlled until some additional factor breaks down that control, those in whom the innate deviation is recognized and deplored, and finally those in whom the innate deviation is present but not recognized or at a conscious level.
There can be few of us who would not agree that assaults, whether heterosexual or homosexual, upon children should be punishable; but whether it should now be recognized that in homosexual as in heterosexual " assaults " an " age of consent " should obtain is a matter surely for careful debate. The law has been accused of lagging behind public opinion, but recent events in both Houses have surely shown that careful study of medico-legal questions from all angles is necessary before any change in the existing penal code be considered. 
EEY TEE
A Medical Reply to the Minister SIR,-The Minister' (July 3, p. 1) sends a pleasant message to the profession on the eve of inaugurating the new Service. He lives on a plane remote from the hard and cruel facts of human suffering. His views are provocative.
When during the past year the Minister and profession have been joined in battle, for him to say that the Act " has not had an altogether trouble-free gestation" is a travesty of truth.
Nor is the money factor irrelevant to the doctor-patient relationship, though the manner of its transfer may need adjustment.
He recognizes the stigma of " panel doctoring," but his Act offers to extend this degraded standard of practice to the whole nation. The conditions of the panel which prevent good work are aggravated by his legislation. Doctors are already overworked and will be no more numerous but their surgeries more crowded. The undertaking is novel in taxing all classes, but there will still be " two-grade service under the Act," because, like the Minister, many citizens disapprove of panel doctoring and, where able, will pay extra to obtain the advantages of a private doctor. This is as regrettable as it is inevitable. Sir Lionel Whitby cheers us by his erudite address following the Minister's message in the B.M.J. by impressive figures on the cost of elaborate modern medical services, prohibitive for the individual but now to be borne by the State; this is tantalizing, as the benefits are not there to be paid for but merely a place on ignominious waiting lists. He. quotes interesting historical precedents for State control of medicine, but omits mention of the disappointment that has followed recent efforts in other countries.
The profession in the last decade expressed its whole-hearted desire for a comprehensive national service, but bgtween that great conception and the creation thereof' we know by our knowledge and experience of health problems that a lengthy pregnancy must intervene. Had we been consulted in planning reformation the nation would have been spared the disgrace of last week's abortion. An " ambitious adventure " need not be precipitate. Some prominent doctors claim that the B.M.A. has in recent weeks gained " a victory," but this is a misnomer for removing a few ugly excrescences off a sham castle.
Let us go forward undaunted with the Minister to build a national health service, but it must be founded on truth and proceed by stages.-I am, etc.,
Bristol.
A. WILPRID ADAMS.
